Editors comment:

| have made a lot of effort to sort information about this manuscript.

Everything is very confusing. The authors did not inplemented suggestions

by the reviewer E.G.Oboha. In the revised version of the manuscript, there

is no information about the location of seed germination, the number of

days for germination, the references are not updated, etc. In the meantime, | would also suggest
some corrections, not seen by reviewers. The technical processing is very bad (or opens up to me a
computer). In the original version of the manuscrpt, on the page number 9

has no title, and the technical problems there are in text, L 181-188.

This table does not exist in the revised version of manuscript, and

technical defects occur between L 203-205.

Also, the list of references is out of date - from 17 references, even 15

are older than 10 years. It is necessary to update the list of references.

Also, section 3.1. not to be titled Analysis of variance, that is the

method as it was tested, but it can be titled as The germination test, or

the like.

Author’'s comment: All the comments are noted. Location of seed germination test and days for
germination now stated, most references are now updated. | wish to state that the table made
reference to really existed but placed after conclusion for clearer view but now properly placed in the
text



